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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4a) Of the above ciaim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-12 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakadozono (5,121 ,112) in view of Watabe et al. (5,796,936). 

With regard to claim 1 Nakadozone teaches a display control device (figure 2) 

comprising: an input signal processing section for processing an input signal (figure 2, 

item 12), a display section for displaying an image (figure 2, item 50), a first display 

control section for processing an output signal from the input signal processing section 

and outputting a first display signal to be displayed on the display section (figure 2, item 

11), 

Nakadozono does not teach, "a second display control section operated by an 
operating system program, the second display control section for processing the first 
display signal from the first display control section and outputting a second display 
signal to be displayed on the display section and a signal switching section for 
outputting the second display signal from the second display control section on to the 
display section at the normal time, the signal switching section for outputting the first 
display signal from the first display control section onto the display section when an 
abnormal condition of the second display control section is detected ." 
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However Watabe et al., like applicant teaches a vehicle control system, which 
illustrates the concept of using a plurality of controllers and a detect means for 
detecting a fault , overload or runaway condition in controller and then switching the 
load or task of the faulty controller to another controller to perform the backup(SEE 
Watabe et al. column 1, lines 10-20, 50-67, column 2, lines 1-11, column 4, lines 10-20, 
column 22, lines 11-35, column 24, lines 26-36 figures 1,17, and 18). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the Nakadozono first display control system to have a 
plurality of "controllers" to include at least a first display control section (first controller) 
and a second display control section (second controller) as taught by Watabe et al. 
because Watabe et al. gives numerous motivational statements in column 22, lines 11- 
35 for improving a apparatus like Nakadozono by using multiple controllers. 

With regard to claim 12 the combination of Nakadozono and Watabe et al. was 
shown above in claim 1 to read on most of the limitations of claim 12 and in addition, 
"wherein the first and second display signals comprise image data regarding the vehicle 
condition (SEE Nakadozono column 1 , lines 6-10), and the image data of the display 
signal from the first display control section has a lower resolution than the image data of 
the display signal from the second display control section (SEE Nakadozono abstract 
to summarize teaches the concept of high and low resolution because when the signal 
is high priority it is displayed on both segments (this reads on high resolution) and when 
the signal is low priority it is written to only one display segment (this reads on low or 
half resolution) and further in addition it is obvious that the secondary controller of 
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Watabe et al. would provide more information than the emergency backup first 
controller used when there is a failure of the more complex secondary controller 
because it would be logical and cost effective to provide only the minimum level of 
information until the more complex secondary controller is fixed or replaced ). 

With regard to claim 2 the combination of Nakadozono and Watabe et al. suggest 
the display control device according to claim 1, further comprising an abnormality 
detection section for detecting the abnormal condition of the second display control 
section; wherein the signal switching section outputs the first display signal from the 
first display control section onto the display section when the abnormality detection 
section detects the abnormal condition of the second display control section (SEE 
Watabe et al. column 2, lines 1-10). 

With regard to claims 3 and 4 the combination of Nakadozono and Watabe et al. 
suggest the display control device according to claim 2, wherein the first and second 
display control section comprises the abnormality detection section (SEE Watabe et al. 
column 2, lines 1-10 and abstract ). 

With regard to claim 5 the combination of Nakadozono and Watabe et al. suggest 
the display control device according to claim 1, wherein the operation program in the 
second display control section is rewrite able (SEE Watabe et al. figure 1 , item 6160 
"memory unit" and item 6100 "processing unit" and Nakadozono shows in figure 2 a 
microcomputer and flow charts for programs therefore it is obvious that the memory 
used is rewrite able so one would have the benefit of being able to reprogram it as 
hardware changes on the vehicle platform). 
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With regard to claim 6 the combination of Nakadozono and Watabe et al. suggest 
the display control device according to claim 1 , wherein, the first and second display 
signals comprises image data regarding a same condition. (In the combination of 
Nakadozono and Watabe et al. the Watabe et al. controllers shift the data to another 
controller when it fails and therefor the conditions reporting on would be the same only 
how its being displayed may change). 

With regard to claim 7 the combination of Nakadozono and Watabe et al. suggest 
the display control device according to claim 6, wherein the first display signal outputted 
from the first display control section is lower in display resolution than the second 
display signal outputted from the second display control section (This limitation was 
addressed above in claim 12). 

With regard to claim 8 the combination of Nakadozono and Watabe et al. suggest 
the display control device according to claim 6, wherein the first display signal 
outputted from the first display control section is fewer in data amount than the second 
display signal outputted from the second display control section; and each segment of 
an image expressed by the first display signal outputted from the first display control 
section is bigger than that of an image expressed by the second display signal 
outputted from the second display control section (This limitation was addressed above 
in claim 12). 

With regard to claim 9 the combination of Nakadozono and Watabe et al. suggest 
the display control device according to claim 5, wherein the operation program is read 
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from an outer unit, and stored in the second display control section (SEE Watabe et al. 
column 4, lines 46-65). 

With regard to claim 10 The combination of Nakadozono and Watabe et al. 
suggest the display control device according to claim 9, wherein the outer unit is a 
memory card (It is obvious that a outer unit used for programming has a memory). 

With regard to claim 1 1 the combination of Nakadozono and Watabe et al. 
suggest teaches the display control device according to claim 9, wherein the outer unit 
is a server from which the operation program is read through a network (It is obvious 
that a outer unit can be a "server" because it services the PROM by a network which is 
the electrical connection). 



3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul Bell whose telephone number is (703) 306-3019. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful the Technology 
Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377 can 
help with any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Or Faxed to: (703) 872-9306 

Or Hand-delivered to: Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor 



Conclusion 
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Washington, D.C. 20231 



Paul Bell 
Art unit 2675 
May 6, 2004 





